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Attached are comments on the draft dangerous waste permit for

Hanford that have been cosipiled by department staff. Your draft

ptrait represents a good solid effort in regulating dangerous

wastes at Hanford; however, it is critical that the radioactive

component, while not regulated by your agency, is at least

assessed. Such assessment assures that the management of hazardous

wastes does not neglect the public health aspacts of the

radioactive portion of those wastes. By including the Department

of Health in a support role in the permit, both of our legislative

mandates can be met, and the public should feel more confident in

the state's ability to protect them.

If you have any questions please give as a call, ,^'
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COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT PERMIT FOR THE
TREATMENT, STORAGE AND DISPOSAL OF DANGEROUS

WASTES AT HANFORD

BY

THE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH

;-..^.;
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We complement the Department of Ecology on its efforts to begin to regulate wastes at
Hanford. The Department of Health supports these efforts, recognizing that permitting the
ues.tmr^t, storage and disposal of dangerous wastes at Hanford is a complex and unique
vndutaldng.

'i'his pennit is intended to regulate hazardous wastes, Including the hazardous portion of mixed
wastes. Since the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 prohibits states from regulating radioactive Rastes
from defense facilities (unless there is an agreemeat with the federal government similar to the

1 I state'i agree.ment with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to do so), the permitting of these
wastes must take into consideration the radioactive portion of the wastes, without actually
ra;ulating them. This is complicxted even further In that, in most rasea, the radioacfivity is
much more •haz.ardous' than those wastes falling under the regulatory designation of
'hazazdous'.

The public does not appear to differeotiate between the two types of wastes. V'utually all
comments in public meetings and hearings held by the Aepartment of Ecology or the Depaziment
of Fnorgy centu around radioactivity, not lead, asbcstoa, carbon tchaehloride, ete.

Since the management of hazardous wastes at Aanfocd cannot ezclude the iadioactive portion
of such wastes, we believe It is essential that the Department of Health, as the state's radiation
oontrol agency (RCW 70.98), play a key role in this management. Health would not be an oquai
'pclmitter' with Ecology, but rather, a'advieor' in a suppoct role to Ecology to ensure that,
when hazardous wasto is managed, the radioaciive portion of such waste is managed safe]y and
in a manner consistent with the Rules and Regufadons for Radiation Protection (WAC 246), to
ensure the paotection of the publ.ic health.

-,^. . . . , . .. . . . . -° . .
Tt^,ae is no question of Ecology as the lead agesscy In this effort, with Health as a supportint
:.gm^q. However, both egeacie;i aro essential for the adeqvatr rcqutation of mixed waste.
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^ 1. T'age 3. Ine 20 dnd 21 . The statement that 'pc1mit conditions would pre-empt any

eonfllcting attachments' it too broad, and could conflict with other federal or ttate
statutes. The attachmeats should be thoroughly ezamined and conflicts worked out
individually to avoid coaRictinY with other atatutes.

2. Q I'sge 10 ine_. 5 Lhroygh 11 . The definition of 'dangerous wastes' needs further
=^ { czplanatioe• Although RCW 70.105 includes mized wastes, WAC 173-303 Implieitly

excludes the radioactive portion. It should be clarified that the permit is for the
hazardoui portion of the mixed wastes, but that the radioaciive portion of the waste must

!-^ at least be addressed to rn:ure It's safe managcment.

ax 3 14^1 1, ino 26 hro izb 31 . no deSurition of a'releax' conflicts with later uses;
later releases include radioactivity; this deflnltton does not.

F'ago 17 . lines 37 through 47 . The Department of Ecology should, In the pctmit,
^^ - recognize the Bxurity iequirementa of Hanford.

1 S• ^Y^^S2. 'Immed^ta Rmortine' . M section should recognize the Department of
Community Dcvelopment's atatutory auttwdty for an emergeney planning (RCW 38.40),
and the Departnunt of Health's statutory authority for radioactivity (RCW 70.98). The

^ permit should not contradict the 1991 MOU between DCD, Flealth, Ecology and USFO8
for notifications of such releaeea. The permit, as currently written, Ignores that
agrooment,

i^ 6. , 4^ Page 20 lines 3S thmugh 44 . It should be clarified that quantities of radioactlvity are
F' not mcasurod in 'pound:' or 'pintU'.

7. 1'aae 2,1, tinea 7 thrmuch 14 . The Department of Health't Drinking Water Program
autharity should be cited to differentiate from Fcology'a. DCD's natvtory authority
:hould also be dted hera.

psge 2
3

.^nrs 4 through 9 . The language In the 'Other Noacompllaax' section Is
'P cwfusin= and should be darifitd.

^ 9. ggge 23.inrs 24 roaYh 49. Health and DCD iisould be added to this notificadon Wt
' ^ 9 for applicable areaa, as noted previousty in theae oommeats.
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10. ^^ f p^gG 2{, ^n^^ ^$ t_fimu^h 45 . This section contrv^diets the existing MOU between DCI),
Health, Bcology and USDO13 for notifica.tiona. The language ahould be changed to
rocogaize other agreementa and auQtioritiq.

, Page 27 ind28section L B . This section must recognize DCD's atatutory_role as the11.
antral state authority for emugency planlilng.

i^sd`4^L^1^!lY^ If the draft Facility Wide W9^ste Analyaia Plan includes A12
radioactive component, Health should also be tacluded for review and approval to cusure
compatibility with radiation and public bealth regulations and goals.

13pp PSPCA 17ne 44-41 . If the plan includes radioactivity, a copy should be provided to
t ^ ^J Health also.

14jJ '17 Pgge;8, line If the records of monitoring include radioactivity, then Ilealth, having
authorityfor radiation monitoring (RCW 70.98), should be included.

31515'EaPe 43 line 38 throgg)j ggge AS, line 14 . If this requirement is intended to include
radioactivity, visual inspections are insufficknt to determine its presence. If radioactivity
is not lncluded, it should be explicitly excluded.

!^ PAge 45. line 18-24 . 'Authorized reprtsentatives' should be dofined. If the ins.pectioas
include any sitea that are radioactive, ttsea Health needs to be included. Dosimetry for
Ecfllogy staff should be provided Health, as we do for other state agesscies. Ecology
staff should be included in the state't worker exposure records (RCW 70.98).

17. Page 47 section II.U . If dangerous waste line,s include radioaarve lines, it should be
statod explicitly. Health should also be included for information disizibution if
radioactivo linea are includad.

Otba
13.f^

Atzachmeat: were not avaiiable
^. adequate]y. Care muat be tak

autfiority (atate or federal), whii

for review, so site specific comments coald not be addreased
m, therefore, to avoid any contradictions of other siatutory
h may apply under other programa In state government.
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